UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUI T

No. 02-2094

M EUGENE G BBS,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus
UNI TED STATES OF AMERICA; DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE, DCMAG, DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, CEORGE
MOORE, Doctor; DOES 1-5; DUANE A. CAESAR,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
Maryl and, at Baltinore. J. Frederick Mdtz, District Judge. (CA-
02-45-JFM

Subm tt ed: Decenmber 19, 2002 Deci ded: December 30, 2002

Before WLKINS and KING Gircuit Judges, and HAMLTON, Senior
Crcuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opi nion.

M Eugene G bbs, Appellant Pro Se. Thomas M chael D Bi agi o, United
States Attorney, Jennifer Lilore Huesnman, OFFICE OF THE UN TED
STATES ATTORNEY, Baltinore, Maryland, for Appell ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

M Eugene G bbs appeals from the district court’s order
denying his notion to extend the tine to appeal the dismssal of
his conpl ai nt. In order to qualify for an extension of tinme to
appeal, a litigant nust show excusabl e negl ect or good cause. Fed.
R App. P. 4(a)(5). Because G bbs’ notion focused exclusively on
the nerits of his underlying clainms, we find that the district
court did not err in finding that G bbs had not satisfied the
requi renents for an extension of tine. Accordingly, we affirmthe

order of the district court. See G bbs v. United States, No. CA-02-

45-JFM (D. M. Aug. 22, 2002). We di spense with oral argunent,
because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunment would not aid the

deci si onal process.
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